33Q                INDIA: PROGRESS OP THE MISSIONS

PART IV. new Corresponding Committee,  chiefly from  the old members,
1824-43.  but limited in number, and at the same time resolved to seek for
Chap. 22. a clergyman Of some standing to go out as Secretary.    Hence the
appointment of John Tucker, who quickly allayed feeling and
won general respect.    While holding firmly the Society's Evan-
gelical principles, he understood  Church principles also better
than some of his lay colleagues; and but for him, the difficulty
with Ehenius might not have been so resolutely dealt with.

A controversy subsequently ensued with Bishop Daniel Wilson,
on the question of the degree of episcopal control involved in the
acceptance of an episcopal licence ; and even Come was obliged to
express his disapproval of the line taken by the Madras Committee.
But the Madras Committee were backed by Dandeson Coates
at home,* and so the Parent Society became involved in a pro-
longed and serious controversy with the Bishop who had once been
its most prominent clerical member, to the distress of both sides.
This controversy will be further noticed hereafter. \ Its effect on
the Corresponding Committees is all that is before us now. The
Calcutta Committee, which comprised Government officials of
high-standing like Sir Charles Trevelyan, resented the concordat
\utimately come to between the Parent Society and the Bishop,
and in their action to some extent disregarded it; and good Arch-
deacon Dealtry, one of the Society's best friends, ceased to attend. J
Presently they took a step, touching the location of a young
missionary, contrary to the wishes of both the Home Committee
and the Bishop; and on the Home Committee expressing dis-
approval of this, they resigned in a body. Thus at Calcutta also
Calcutta came the opportunity for substituting a nominated Corresponding
dissolved" Committee for an open one ; and this was immediately done.

It is noteworthy that the two open Committees, at Madras and
Calcutta, were ultimately dissolved from exactly opposite causes.
The Madras Committee were not sufficiently to be relied upon in
regard to Evangelical principles. The Calcutta Committee were
too reluctant to recognize the due authority of Bishops. The two
cases well illustrate the difficulty the Home Committee have con-
tinually had to encounter in steering, carefully and prayerfully,
between Scylla and Charybdis. It would be too much to affirm
that they have invariably steered precisely the right course ; but
the blame again and again cast upon them by both sides in turn
is a strong evidence of their honest desire not to be guided by
human applause one way or the other.

There was another matter in which Bishop Wilson was dis-
pleased with the Calcutta Committee. They obtained the consent
of the Home Committee to the starting of a " Head Seminary,"

* See p. 252.                                       t See p. 423.

r J Life of Bitthop D. Wilson, vol. ii. p. 19. Canon Bateman is not quite im-
partial in his narrative, though generally accurate as to facts. .The account
in the text corrects him in one or two statements, where the Society's
Minutes are decisive the other way.